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It is a well-established principle that Chose$-in-Activn, or
Rights, or a debt due to a trader, though assigned by him, are in
his " order and disposition " in the event of his bankruptcy, even
though the instrument recording the obligation be delivered
over, unless notice of the assignment has been duly given to the
obligor

Hyatt v. JRowles, 1 Yes., sen, 348. Ex jparte Arlcwright, 3 M. D. <fe Be
G-., 143. Ex parte Wood, 3 M. D. & De <3K, 315. Thompson v. Spews, 13
Sim., 469. Ex parts Wilkinson, 13 Sim., 475. Belcher v. Bellamy, 2
Excli., 803. Thompson v. Tomkins, 2 Drew. & Sim., 8

2.  Notice, as a rule, should be given to the officer representing
t.he -Company^ who may either be the Chairman, the Directors, or
the Secretary, according to the Deed of Constitution

,' Where a Company has authorised their agents to receive
notices of assignments, it was held that where one of their agents
had acted as attorney for the assignor and assignee of a Policy,
that was sufficient notice to the Company                                    >

Gale v. Lewis, 9 Q. B., 730

3.  But if the agent is not agent for that particular purpose,
his knowledge of the assignment is not sufficient

2&B parte Patch, 7 Jur., 820.   12 L. J., N. S., Bank., 44

4.  Such notice need not be in writing, verbal notice is suffi-
cient ; even though the office refuses to receive verbal notice

North British Insurance Co. v Ballet, 7 Jur., N. S., 1263.   -Efe parte
3          Masterman, 2 Mont. & Ay., 209.    Ex jparte LittledaU, 6 M. D  & De

a., 74

, 5. If the assignee has sent notice by post to the obligor, and
the assignor becomes bankrupt before the notice reaches the
obligor in the course of post, that is sufficient to take the case out
of the Statute

Belcher y. Bellamy, 2 Exch, 303

6. Though the assignee is a partner in a mutual office, that is
not sufficient notice to the Company

Thompson y. Speira, 13 Sim., 469.   Ex jparte Wilkinson, 13 Sim., 475

7* In the case of an. equitable mortgage by the mere deposit
of the Policy, the assignees of a bankrupt cannot recover the
Policy itself at law: but they may claim the debt from the"
Company, and give a valid discharge for it

Gibson v. Overbuy 7 M. & W., 55$